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February 14, 2005 

SIR: 

RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION/ELECTION REQUIREMENT 

In response to the Office Action mailed January 19, 
2005, Applicant hereby elects Group II, claims 27-30 and 33, 
drawn to a method of securing, classified in class 410, 
subclass 66. 

Applicant makes this election with traverse, on two 
separate grounds. First, the Manual of Patent Examining 
Procedure (MPEP) recites in section 806.05(c): "To support a 
requirement for restriction, both two-way distinctness and 
reasons for insisting on restriction are necessary, i.e., 
separate classification, status, or filed or search. See 
MPEP sec. 808.02." The Examiner has not shown two-way 
distinctness. In particular the Examiner states that "the 



combination as claimed [Group I: claims 17-20, 21-26 and 31- 
32] does not require the particulars of the subcombination 
as claimed because at least prevention of rolling movement 
per se is not required (Claims 27 and 33 of Group II recite 
that the wheel is prevented from rolling) . However, claim 
31 of Group I also recites that "the wheel is secured 
against movement." Accordingly, the two claim groups do not 
have two-way distinctiveness. 

Second, the MPEP also states in section 803: "If the 
search and examination of an entire application can be made 
without serious burden, the examiner must examine it on the 
merits, even though it includes claims to independent or 
distinct inventions." Applicant submits that a search and 
examination of the above listed application can be made 
without serious burden and respectfully requests the 
examiner to withdraw the restriction requirement 
outstanding. 

For these two separate reasons the restriction 
requirement should be withdrawn. The Examiner is encouraged 
to contact Applicant's counsel Ms. Ingrid McTaggart at (503) 
230-7934 if he has any questions regarding this Response, or 
Applicant's counsel Mr. Robert Wasson at (360) 212-2338, if 
he has any other questions regarding this application. 
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